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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

1 . This in response to amendment filed 09/23/2008. No claims have been added. 
Claim has been canceled. Claims 1 , 2, 6, 9, 21 and 22 have been amended. Claims 1-3 
and 5-36 are still pending in this application. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 
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Claims 1-3 and 5-36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over El-Hennawey et al. (Pub. No.: US 2004/0071084) in view of Hoppal et al. 
(6,377,590). 

Regarding claim 1 , El-Hennawey teaches a system which is used to evaluate the 
speech quality of a call [see 0006, 0007 ] between telephone terminals via a packet 
network [0028], said system comprising: a sound signal transmitter which transmits 
sound signals [see 0012 and 0046]; a first packet capturing device which captures a first 
packet which corresponds to said sound signals [0023]; a sound signal receiver which 
receives said sound signals which have become degraded while passing through said 
packet network [0022]; a second packet capturing device which captures a second 
packet that corresponds to said sound signals which have become degraded [see 0023 
and 0052]; and a speech quality evaluation means [this reads on QoS monitoring device 
16, see 0026] which evaluates the speech quality of a call between said telephone 
terminals using: (a) sound signals which are transmitted by said sound signal 
transmitter; (b) sound signals which are received by said sound signal receiver; (c) said 
first packet; and (d) said second packet. Limitations (a and b are inherent in El- 
Hennawey's system). 

El-Hennawey, does not specifically teach "that a sound delay associated with the 
transmission of said first packet that is received as said second packet, the sound delay 
being used as packet delay". 
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However, Hoppal teaches invention that relates to voice communication system 
and methods and in particular, to an apparatus and method for minimizing end to end 
voice delay. Hoppal defines "Transmission delay" is the delay between when a packet 
is sent from a source and when it is received at a destination (See col. 1, lines 12-18). 
The Examiner believes that this is analogues to the sound delay associated with the 
transmission of the first packet that is received in the second packet , as recited in the 
claim's language. 

Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the determination of the delay and minimizing that 
delay, as taught by Hoppal, into the El-Hennawey system in order to provide, smooth, 
convenient and more realistic communication among users. Thus, the claimed 
limitation (C) is nothing but the difference (i.e., delay) of transmission of packets 
signals that is send from one source and received in the second source. 

Claims 15, 18-19, 20-22, 24, 26-27, 29-30, 32, 34 and 36 are rejected for the 
same reasons as discussed above with respect to claim 1 The claimed "database" as 
recited in claim 26 reads on log 164 [0048]. For the claimed "delay" as recited in claims 
18, 21 and 29, see [0058]. For the claimed "decoder" as recited in claim 32, this 
basically reads on decoder 186 as shown in Fig. 4. 
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Claim 2 recites "in said first packet capturing device and said second packet 
capturing device capture a packet which corresponds to a sound part in said sound 
signals". This limitation is inherent. 

Claim 3 recites "said speech quality evaluation means determines the amount of 
sound delay by comparing: (1 ) said sound signals which are transmitted by said sound 
signal transmitter; (2) said sound signals which are received by said sound signal 
receiver for each sound part in the respective signals; and (3) evaluates the speech 
quality of a call between said telephone terminals using said amount of sound delay". 
See [0058]. 

Claim 5 recites "wherein the system is provided with: a means which decodes the 
first decoded sound signals from said first packet; and a means which decodes the 
second decoded sound signals from said second packet; said speech quality evaluation 
means determines the amount of sound delay by comparing: (1 ) said first decoded 
sound signals; and (2) said second decoded sound signals and evaluates the speech 
quality of a call between said telephone terminals using said amount of sound delay". 
See [0051 and 0056]. 

For claim 6, see [0051 and 0056]. 
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Claim 7 recites "said speech quality evaluation means evaluates the speech 
quality of a call between said telephone terminals by determining the R-value using said 
amount of sound delay". For determining the delay, see [0061 and 0063] 

Claims 8-9 are rejected for the same reasons as discussed above with respect to 
claim 7. 

As for the display as recited in claims 1 0-1 1 and 28, see Fig. 1 and 
corresponding text. 

Claim 12 recites "the evaluation being carried out in prescribed time units 
whether or not the evaluation of the communication between said telephone terminals 
has been completed". This is inherent in the El-Hennawey system. 

Claims 13 and 25 recite "wherein said system carries out the evaluation in said 
prescribed time units or carries out the evaluation while changing the combination of 
said telephone terminals according to a schedule". See [0037] 

For claims 14, 16 and 23 see [0037]. 



Claim 17 recites "wherein said sound signals which are transmitted by said 
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sound signal transmitter are the recorded natural voice of the person using said 
telephone terminal". See [0035]. 

For claim 31, limitations see [0069]. 

For claims 33 and 35, these limitations are inherent. 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments have been considered but are moot in view of the new 
ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

4. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See M PEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Rasha S. AL-Aubaidi whose telephone number is (571) 
272-7481 . The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 8:30 am to 
5:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ahmad Matar, can be reached on (571) 272-7488. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

/Rasha S AL-Aubaidi/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2614 



